REMARKS 



Applicant has studied the final Office Action dated November 24, 2008. Claims 1 , 
4, 7, 8, and 10-25 are pending. Claims 11-22 have been withdrawn from consideration 
due to a previous restriction requirement. Claims 1 , 4, and 7 have been amended to 
more clearly claim disclosed embodiments and claim 2 has been canceled without 
prejudice. Claims 1,11,12,19,21, and 22 are independent claims. It is submitted that 
the application, as amended, is in condition for allowance. Reconsideration is 
respectfully requested. 

5 103 Rejections 

Claims 1, 4, 7, 8, and 10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Heemskerk et al. ("Heemskerk" U.S. Patent No. 6,628,584) in view of 
Lee et al. ("Lee" U.S. Patent No. 6,442,128). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended by incorporating the features previously 
recited in claim 2, which has been canceled without prejudice, and recites the read-only 
recording medium comprising a lead-in area, a main data area, and a lead-out area, 
and a first data type and a second data type, both of which are located at the main data 
area. The cited combination of references fails to disclose or suggest these features 
recited in independent claim 1 , as amended. Therefore, it is respectfully asserted that 
independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited combination of references. It is further 
respectfully asserted that claims 4, 7, 8, and 10, which depend from claim 1, also are 
allowable, at least, by virtue of their dependence from claim 1 . 

Claim 2 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Heemskerk and Lee in view of Sasaki et al. ("Sasaki" U.S. Patent No. 6,762,984). This 
rejection is respectfully traversed. 

With this paper, claim 2 has been canceled without prejudice. It is, therefore, 
respectfully submitted that the rejection is moot with respect to claim 2 and it is 
respectfully requested that the rejection be withdrawn. Nevertheless, as discussed 
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above, since the features of canceled claim 2 have been incorporated into independent 
claim 1 , the rejection of claim 2 is discussed here to support patentability of claim 1 . 

With regard to the rejection of claim 2, the Examiner admits that Heemskerk and 
Lee do not disclose that the read-only recording medium comprises a lead-in area, a 
main data and a lead-out area, wherein the first and second data types are located at 
the main data area of the read-only recording medium. However, the Examiner asserts, 
at paragraph 5 of the Office action, that Sasaki discloses the above identified features of 
claim 2 to cure the deficiencies of Heemskerk and Lee, citing elements 1 501 -1 503 
shown in FIG. 15. The cited FIG. 15 of Sasaki is partially shown below, disclosing the 
cited elements. 



1501- 


lead-in area 






— ♦start addrpss of the fallowing session j 
-♦start address of user date area ) 


inner link area 


run-out block 


link clock 


run-in block 


150. 


i 


user data area 

i 


9660 volume structure/ 
file structure/file 


1503_ 


inner link area 


run-out block 


link block 


run-in block 


lead-out area 2- 




outer link area 


run-out block 


link block 


run-in block 


r 


leaa-in area i 

-♦start address nf the fallowing session I 


-♦start address nf user data area J 



Fig.15 

PRIOR ART 



primary volume discriptor 



path table 



directory rile(root) 



directory file(Dir-A) 



data file(File-a) 



M525 



The Examiner asserts that elements 1501, 1502, and 1503 disclosed in the 
above shown FIG. 15 of Sasaki are respectively analogous to the lead-in area, main 
data area, and lead-out area recited in independent claim 1 , as amended. In other 
words, the "user data area" 1502 disclosed in Sasaki is analogous to the main data area 
recited in independent claim 1 according to the Examiner's assertion. Further, it 
appears that the Examiner believes that the user data area 1502 and the inner link area 
disclosed in Sasaki are analogous to the first data type and second data type recited in 
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independent claim 1, respectively, because the Examiner asserts that Sasaki discloses 

that the "first and second data types (user data area & inner link area) are located at the 

main data area (1502) of the recording medium." The cited FIG. 15 of Sasaki is 

discussed at col. 1, lines 31-59 as shown below. 

FIG. 15 shows the data structure of a CD-R disc to which 
files managed using the volume/file structure defined in the 
ISO 9660 standard are recorded using a multi-session 
method. In a multi-session recording method, files and 
volume/file structure for managing the files are recorded in 
session units. Each session has a lead-in area, an inner link 
area, a user data area, and a lead-out area. It is to be noted 
that only the first session does not have a lead-in area. In 
addition, an outer link area is formed between sessions. 



referred to as link blocks. An inner link area comprising a 
run-out block, link block, and run-in block is thus formed 
between a lead-in area and user data area and between a user 
data area and lead-out area, and an outer link area having the 
same configuration is formed between a lead-out area and 
lead-in area. 

According to the above shown disclosure of Sasaki, each session among the 
session units has a lead-in area, an inner link area, a user data area, and a lead-out 
area except for the first session that does not have a lead-in area. Further, an outer link 
area is formed between the sessions. Furthermore, the inner link area includes a run- 
out block, link block, and run-in block, and is formed between the lead-in area and user 
data area and between a user data area and lead-out area. Therefore, the user data 
area 1502 and the inner link area of Sasaki are clearly distinguished or separate 
elements in the data structure of a CD-R disc. 

Summarizing the above discussed logic of the Examiner's assertion, the user 
data area 1502 and inner link of Sasaki are analogous to the first and second data types 
recited in independent claim 1, and the data area 1502 of Sasaki is also analogous to 
the main data area recited in claim 1 . In conclusion, the Examiner asserts that Sasaki 
discloses that the "first and second data types (user data area & inner link area) are 
located at the main data area (1502) of the recording medium." However, the 
Examiner's logic is not realizable because the user data area 1502 and the inner link 
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area of Sasaki are clearly different elements. Moreover, the "inner link area" disclosed 
in Sasaki is not the same as the main data area recited in independent claim 1 . 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that Sasaki fails to cure the above-identified 
deficiencies of Heemskerk and Lee with respect to the feature a first data type and a 
second data type, both of which are located at the main data area, as recited in 
amended independent claim 1 . Accordingly, it is respectfully asserted that independent 
claim 1 is allowable over the cited combination of references. 

Claims 23-25 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Heemskerk and Lee in view of the admitted prior art. The rejection is respectfully 
traversed. 

As previously asserted, independent claim 1 is allowable over Heemskerk and 
Lee. Moreover, it is respectfully submitted that the admitted prior art fails to cure the 
above-identified deficiencies of Heemskerk and Lee with respect to independent claim 
1 . Therefore, it is respectfully asserted that independent claim 1 is allowable over the 
cited combination of references. It is further respectfully submitted that claims 23-25, 
which depend from claim 1 , also are allowable over the cited combination of references. 
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CONCLUSION 



In view of the above remarks, Applicant submits that claims 1,4,7,8,1 0, and 23- 
25 of the present application are in condition for allowance. Reexamination and 
reconsideration of the application, as originally filed, are requested. 

If for any reason the Examiner finds the application other than in condition for 
allowance, the Examiner is requested to call the undersigned agent at the Los Angeles, 
California, telephone number (213) 623-2221 to discuss the steps necessary for placing 
the application in condition for allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Lee, Hong, Degerman, Kang & Waimey 

Date: February 24, 2009 By: /Harry S. Lee/ 

Harry S. Lee 
Registration No. 56,814 

Customer No. 035884 
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